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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE McOARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


MONDAY, JUNE 14, 1954 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SpectaL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:07 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
caucus room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Kar] E. Mundt, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present : Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Sen- 
ator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator 
Charles E, Potter, Republican, Michigan ; Senator Henry C. Dworshak, 
Republican, Idaho; Senator John L, “McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; 
Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray M. Jenkins, chief counsel; Thomas R. Prewitt, 
assistant counsel; Charles Maner, assistant counsel; and Ruth Y. 
Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a 
United States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel to the subcommittee; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel 
for the Army; and James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army. 

Senator Mounpr. The committee will please come to order. 

As we begin another week of hearings and one which the Chair 
hopes and believes may be the last week of the current hearings, I 
again want to welcome our guests who have come to the committee 
room to observe a branch of their Government in action, and to repeat 
the regulation which the committee adopted at the beginning of the 
hearing and has enforced throughout, to the effect that there are to be 
no audible manifestations of approval or disapproval of any kind 
at any time from our guests in the audience. The committee has in- 
structed the Chair and he has instructed the uniformed members of 
the Capital Police force and the plainclothes men scattered through 
the calle that this rule is to be enforced automatically, and that 
they should escort from the room immediately, politely but firmly, 
any of our guests who, for reasons best known to themselves, elect to 
violate the terms under which they entered the room, namely, to 
refrain entirely from audible manifestations of approval or dis- 
approval, 


2625 








() PECIAL IN\ | ATION 


The ¢ hair would like to anounce he received a call from Senator 
MeCart] ys lice this morning that Senator Me¢ arthy had returned 
from the West sometime during the night by plane, and that he re- 
quested that we put on Mr. Carr, because Senator MeCarthy is 
apparently catching up on the sleep that he missed during the night. 

Mr. Carr is one of our scheduled witnesses, and therefore, Mr. 
Jenkins, I suggest you call Mr. Carr and that he be sworn at this 
time, and that we begin the interrogation of Frank Carr. 

Will you stand and be sworn, please? Do you solemnly swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the ‘truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the tr uth, so he ‘Ip you God ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I do. 

Senator Munpr. You may be seated. 

Mr. Jenkins. M:. Chairman. 

Senator Munpt. Mr. Jenkins? 

Mr. Jenkins. I desire at this time to announce with pleasure and 
pride that my assistant, Mr. Thomas Prewitt, of Memphis, Tenn., 
will handle the examination of Mr. Carr. 

Senator MuNDT. We will be olad to weleome Mr. Prewitt back to 
the committee table again. 

The witness has beer n sworn, Mr. Prewitt, and you may begin first 
the direct-examination, and then the cross-examination, of Mr. Carr, 
a member of the committee staff. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS P. CARR 


Mr. Prewrrr. State your name, please, for the record 

Mr. Carr. Francis P. Carr. 

Mr. Prewitt. Mr. Carr, you hold what position with this com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Carr. Executive director. 

Mr. Prewitr. You — since what date? 

Mr. Carr. July 16, 1 

Mr. Prewitt. Mr. C: arr, since you were one of the original princi- 
pals in this controversy, I think it appropriate that you give us some 
overall idea of your qu: alifieations, with particular r:ference to your 
educational background. I will ask you if you are a college gr: aduate ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I was graduated from Brown University in 
1939 with a bachelor of arts degree. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What additional training or education have you had? 

Mr. Carr. I was graduated in 1942 from the University of Pennsy]- 
vania Law School. 

Mr. Prewitt. Have you ever practiced law? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, [ haven’t. I went immediately into the FBI 
following my graduation from law school. 

Mr. Prewitr. You have never been admitted to the bar in any State 
or jurisdiction ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. When did you go to the FBI? 

Mr. Carr. June 1, 1942. 

Mr. Prewirr. And were you a member of the FBI continuously 
from 1942 until you came with the committee ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sit ry I was 
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Mr. Prewitt. Now, Mr. Carr, state in a general sort of a way the 
type of work that you were engaged in while you were with the FBI, 
with particular reference to your experience in connection with Com- 
munists and Communist- front investigations. 

Mr. Carr. All right, sir. Following my training as special agent 
here in Washington, D. C., and at Quantico, Va., I was transferred 
about the country to several field offices. When I was in Portland, 
Oreg., I began to work on investigation of Communists. That was 
in 1945. 

In 1946, I spent most of the year in San Francisco. I again worked 
on investigations of communism. In December 1946 I was transferred 
to the New York field division, New York City, where I was placed 
on the Communist squad. The investigations that I conducted and 
that were conducted under me, concerned the investigation of the 
Communist Party itself, Communist Party members, ( ‘ommunist-front 
organizations, and individuals alleged to be members of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, Mr. Carr, when did you first begin to devote 
a large part of your time to the work of investigating communism and 
Communist-front organizations ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I would say that I started the real intensive investigation 
when I arrived in the New York field division in 1946, December 1946. 

Mr. Prewirr. Would it be fair to say that from 1946 until you 
came with the committee, that your work was almost exclusively that 
of investigation and prosecution of Communists and Communist-front 
organizations? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I think that would be a fair statement. 

Mr. Prewirr. When you came with this committee in July of 1953, 
did you hold any position, any executive position with the FBI in 
New York? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I was supervisor of the Security Matters Sec- 
tion which dealt with communism. 

Mr. Prewitt. And were there other FBI agents under your control 
and supervision ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. A large number. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Approximately how many? 

Mr. Carr. A large number, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrt. Mr. Carr, what part if any did you play in the investi- 
gation and prosecution of what we know as the first-string Communist 
Party leaders? 

Mr. Carr. Well, in 1948, I was placed on special assignment to work 
with the United States attorney for the eastern district of New York— 
southern district of New York, excuse me, John F. X. McGoughey, to 
prepare for the trial of the first-string Communist leaders. 

Such leaders as Eugene Dennis, Jack Stachel, Henry W inston, 
John Gates, the Daily Worker editor, and others. Through the entire 
9 months’ trial before Judge Medina, I was assigned to Judge—now 
Judge—McGoughey, as a technical adviser, along with another man. 
The 11 who went to trial were all convicted. 

Mr. Prewirr. And you say that you were the chief investigator in 
connection with the prosecution of those 11 first-string Communist 
Party leaders? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I don’t think that anybody could say that I was 
the chief investigator or the investigator in connection with the prose- 
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cution of any Smith Act cases. I think perhaps the credit has to go 
to teamwork between the FBI and the United States attorneys, who 
prosecuted the case. Probably if any one person should have any 
credit it would be Mr. Hoover, because he first saw the danger of com- 
munism and had the F BI work investigating it. 

Mr. Prewirr. Before you commenced the prosecution of these 11 
first-string Communist Party leaders, is it your testimony that you 
were almost exclusively engaged in the investigation of Communists 
and Communist-front organizations? That is, subsequent to 1946% 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Now, Mr. Carr, I believe you stated that you joined 
the subcommittee staff on July 16, 1953 ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I did. Before that time, I had not been in Wash- 
ington. I recall some discussion during General Reber’s testimony. 
I arrived in Washington and was appointed on July 16. 

Mr. Prewirr. Will you state briefly your duties as executive direc- 
tor on the staff of the McCarthy committee ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, “executive director” is a pretty fancy title. 
Actually, I am the administrative head, more or less, of the investi- 
gative staff. Some people have called it chief investigator. I don’t 
know whether that is the correct name or not. 

Mr. Prewirr. When you came with the committee, teil us what was 
your first order of business? 

Mr. Carr. Well, the first thing I did when I came with the com- 
mittee was try to find out what my new job was all about. I spent a 
few weeks in the beginning trying to familiarize myself with subeom- 
mittee work. I tried to find out what investigations the subcommittee 
had had in the past, what pending work it had, and what future work 
it had projected. I spent a good deal of time interviewing and dis- 
cussing the background with each individual investigator on the staff, 
and I believe that I spent some time with each individual clerical per- 
son on the staff. I also met many people here in Washington, includ- 
ing members of the committee; I met with liaison people here in Wash- 
ington, and generally tried to familiarize myself with what was 
going on. 

Mr. Prewitr. At the time you came with the committee, had the 
committee started on its preliminary investigation of Communist in- 
filtration of the Army ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, it had, 

Mr. Prewirr. Tell us briefly just what work had been done. 

Mr. Carr. I would say about a week or possibly 2 weeks after I first 
came with the committee, I had conferences with Mr. Cohn and with 
Senator McCarthy. I recall that Mr. Cohn told me that the subeom- 
mittee had done some preliminary work in connection with Communist 
infitration of the Army. He said that they had some evidence that 
there had been infiltration of G-2, the intelligence section of the 
Army. He said that they had some indication that there was Com- 
munist infiltration in two of the Army’s agencies in the New York 
City area, the Signal Corps and the Quarterm: ister Corps. He also 
told me that he had received information from one Paul Crouch that 
Communist infiltration in the Army was not only likely but very 
probable. 

He told me that he—not he; I should correct myself on that. He 
told me that the staif had done some preliminary work in connection 
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with the use of Communist line or Communist authors’ work in the 
indoctrination material which was being used by the intelligence unit 
of the Army. He probably told me other things. That is all I recall. 

Mr. Prewitr. What written data had been assembled concerning 
the investigation of the Army? 

Mr. Carr. Frankly, sir, there wasn’t too much written data that had 
been assembled. The preliminary investigation of the Army, the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, or of any other investigation, with the sub- 
committee—I assume with other subcommittees—is a rather informal 
thing. Every investigator on the staff is at all times—certainly I hope 
they are at all times—trying to think of, make contacts concerning, and 
develop information which will lead to future investigations and fu- 
ture hearings. 

They had at that time information which Senator McCarthy had 
received to the effect that at Fort Monmouth there were a large num- 
ber of Communists or alleged Communists employed. They had in- 
formation—they had this Crouch memorandum which is really a gen- 
eral outline of his estimate of what the C ommunists would like to do 
in the Army. They had done some work concerning development of 
informants. 

Mr. Prewirr. I know it has been previously stated, but will you 
tell us when executive sessions on Communist infiltration of the Ar my 
commenced ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes. The first executive session on infiltration of the 
Army was held on August 31, I believe, at least August 30 or 31, in 
New York City. At that time, information had been developed to the 
point where the chairman thought that executive sessions should be 
held concerning the infiltration of the Quartermaster Corps in New 
York City—Brooklyn, I believe, more properly—and the Signal Corps 
Photographic Laboratories in Queens. 

As a result of those hearings, 2 persons were suspended, 1 from the 
Signal Corps and 1 from the Quartermaster Corps. 

Mr. Prewirr. Those first sessions, as I understand it, were not with 
relation to Fort Monmouth; is that correct? 

Mr. Carr. Well, no, they were not with relation to Fort Monmouth 
proper. However, the Signal Corps was involved in connection with 
the security guard at the Signal Corps laboratories in Queens. 

Mr. Prewirr. After this first session—I believe you stated August 
31—did Senator McCarthy manifest publicly any determination that 
he would insist on calling members of the Army loyalty screening 
board? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, he did. I think on about the 2d or 3d of Septem- 
ber, Senator McCarthy publicly announced that he would have to look 
into the situation to determine who was responsible for allowing Com- 
munists to still be employed by the Government at this late date. I 
believe that there were announcements in the paper. Right. This isa 
Washington Times-Herald article, by Willard Edwards, on Septem- 
ber 3, in which he quotes Senator McCarthy as saying: 

“Until we find out who cleared these individuals for Army employment, despite 
their record of Communist activities, we will not get to the bottom of this tragic 
situation,” McCarthy remarked. 

Following that, there were at least 10 public announcements con- 
cerning the need for getting at the bottom of the situation. 

46620° 
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Mr. Prewirr. By 10,do you mean 10 before the-— 

Mr. Carr. No. There were several, sir, concerning this early part 
of the investigation of the infiltration of the Army in the New York 
area. Then throughout the investigation of Fort Monmouth, there 
were several other statements along the same lines by the chairman. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did you participate in the executive sessions concern- 
ing investigation of the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Prewirr. Were members of that loyalty board called before the 
committee ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; they were. They were called in and testified 
quite frankly. 

Mr. Prewrrr. And no objection, as I understand, was interposed ? 

Mr. Carr. No ob ection was raised at that time; no, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. It is your testimony, as I understand it, that begin- 
ning around the first part of September, Senator McCarthy mani- 
fested publicly and repeated publicly on many occasions prior to 
January 20 or around that time—— 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. As long as I have been with the subcommittee 
Senator McCarthy has always impressed upon me that it is not so im- 
portant—it is not only important to get rid of the individual Com- 
munists by exposure and suspension, but it is also important to find 
out who is responsible for leaving him in there at this late date. 

Mr. Prewirr, When did you meet Mr. Stevens for the first time? 

Mr. Carr. I was introduced to Mr. Stevens on September 8. At 
that time it was no more than an introduction. I again met him on 
September 21, I believe, at which time I was one of several in a 
discussion. 

Mr. Prewitt. I will ask you when you first met Mr. John Adams. 

Mr. Carr. I first met Mr. John Adams on September 28, I believe. 
It was following a hearing here in this room. He introduced himself 
to me as the man who would be the new Department counselor. 
Mr. Stevens had previously advised me that Mr. Adams would be 
taking over that job. 

Mr. Prewirr. You were present, were you not, on the oceasion of 
the meeting in Secretary Stevens’ office on October 2? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Mr. Cohn was also present ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Will you state briefly, very briefly, the substance of 
that meeting, the conversation between either you or Mr. Cohn and 
Secretary Stevens? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cohn and I went to the Secretary’s office in the Pentagon for 
two reasons. Mr. Cohn was interested in the General Partr idge situa- 
tion and also the fact that there had been a more or less a blackout 
order placed over the personnel at Fort Monmouth forbidding them to 
talk with subcommittee investigators. I was primarily interested in 
the latter. 

We went to Mr. Stevens. While we were there I explained to him 
that there had been this blackout order. Mr. Cohn also took part 
in that. Mr. Stevens picked up the phone and called General Lawton 
at Fort Monmouth. He told General Lawton that he wanted this 
order rescinded. During the course of this conversation, of which 
we could hear but one half, I recall Secretary Stevens saying to 
General Lawton, “No, no. I didn’t say that, not that.” 
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And then he went on. As a result of the conversation, the order 
was rescinded. I was very pleased with that. And the investigation 
proceeded at Monmouth. 

Also during that conversation Mr. Cohn and the Secretary discussed 
General Partridge. Also during that conversation the subject of 
Dave Schine came up. It is my recollection, although I don’t want 
to swear strictly to this, but it is my recollection that Secretary 
Stevens brought the subject up by stating that Mr. Schine was not 
going to receive a commission in the Army, but he had arranged that 
he would take care of Mr. Schine for the adv antage of Mr. Stevens and 
the Army by placing him in a series, I would say, of intelligence 
schools to more or less observe them and report directly to the Secre- 
tary. He said that there was a great lack in the Army of personnel 
who knew anything about communism, and he thought he could use 
Schine to his advantage in that way. 

I thought in Mr. Cohn’s attitude and action that it was perfectly 
all right ‘with him. I took no part in this phase of the conversation. 

Mr. Prewrrr. As I understand it, you made no statement one way 
or the other with reference to Schine? 

Mr. Carr. I took no part in this phase of the conversation. 

Mr. Prewirrt. Mr. Carr, I think at this point it would be well to 
state briefly the charges or specifications as contained in the document 
which Senator McCarthy filed on your behalf and on Mr. Cohn’s 
behalf. 

Mr. Carr. Right, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. I am sure you are familiar with it. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. And correct me if I am wrong, when I state that in 
substance, Senator McCarthy, you, and Mr. Cohn have charged or 
specified that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams sought to halt your investi- 
gation of the Army, that those two gentlemen sought to hold Private 
Schine as a “hostage” and that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams sought 
to “blackmail” Senator McCarthy and members of his staff with 
threats that an unfavorable report would be issued if the loyalty board 
subpenas were not called off. Now, is that in substance the specifica- 
tions as contained in your document ? 

Mr. Carr. That is the substance of our statement; yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, with reference to that, and I ask you for the 

sake of clarity to confine your testimony to those specifications or 
charges, I will ask you when was the first occasion on which either 
Mr. Stevens or Mr. Adams sought to stop your investigation of the 
Army which is within your knowledge. 

Mr. Carr. The first occasion, to my knowledge, was a suggestion by 
Mr. Adams on or about October 9, in New York City, in room 1402 of 
the courthouse. Mr. Adams was present while we were interviewing 
witnesses concerning Fort Monmouth. He listened to much of the 
testimony, or the statements taken, and he said that the Army had 
most or all of this information, and that they would be able to handle 
the situation at Fort Monmouth themselves. He suggested that there 
was no need to continue beyond that week, and that there was no need 
for any hearings. 

Mr. Prewrrt. What was your reaction to that? 
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Mr. Carr. Well, frankly, sir, I thought it was a good try by Mr. 
ae and I didn’t blame him for suggesting that. 1 saw nothing 
improper. I thought it was a good try. 

Mr. Prewrrr. You don’t attribute anything in the way of improper 
motive to that conversation ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Prewrrr. When was the next attempt, if any, on the part of 
either Mr. Stevens or Mr. Adams to halt your investigation ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Well, the next, to my knowledge, was on either the 13th 
or the 14th of October. We were lunching with Mr. Stevens at the 
Merchants Club in New York City, about a block or two from the 
courthouse where we were holding hearings on Fort Monmouth. The 
Secretary and Mr. Adams both, at that time, were doing what I 
thought was exploring and feeling out the chairman to see if they 
couldn’t put across the idea that there should not be any continuance 
of the executive hearings and no future hearings. They made it very 
clear that they did not think that there was any necessity for future 
hearings, they made it clear that they had most, if not all, of the 
information; that if the committee would give them what information 
they had, the committee had, with the information they, the Army, had, 
they would be able to clean up the situation. 

I recall that Senator McCarthy didn’t buy this. Later he told me 
that the main reason he didn’t buy it was because the Army had had 
this information, to his knowledge, for a long period of time, and 
that they had not done anything about it. 

Mr. Prewirr. Would you say, then, that these feelers or exploratory 
measures were unsuccessful on the part of Mr. Stevens and Mr. 
Adams ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Obviously, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. When was the next occasion on which either Mr. 
Stevens or Mr. Adams, within your personal knowledge, attempted 
to halt your investigation ¢ 

Mr. Carr. October 21, I believe, is the next one that I have personal 
knowledge of. 

Mr. Prewirr. State briefly the substance of what was said or done. 

Mr. Carr. On that date Mr. Adams, Mr. Cohn, and I flew to 
New York. We dined at Mr. Cohn’s apartment, and we went to a 
prizefight that evening. On that date, Mr. Adams stated that he 
wanted the hearings on the Fort Monmouth situation ended. He 
thought that it would be helpful to him and to Mr. Stevens if we 
could drop these hearings. He suggested that there had been—again, 
he suggested, I might say, that there had been enough in the way of 
hearings, there had been enough in the way of publicity concerning 
the hearings, to force the Army to stop the hearings—excuse me, to 
force the Army to take action, and therefore we could turn it over 
to them. 

At this time, Mr. Adams also advised us that he would then, from 
then on, take over some of the control of the assignment of Mr. Schine 
who was to go into the Army. He said that prior to that time the 
Schine matter, as he termed it, was being handled by Army personnel. 
But he now, as a representative of the Secretar y, would take over that 
matter, 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you mean he stated that he would personally take 
over and supervise the induction of Schine into the Army ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. No, sir; I don’t. I can only tell you what he said. He 
said that up until this time, personnel had handled the situation. 
But from now on he, as a representative of the Secretary of the Army, 
would have a say in it. I don’t recall him saying that he would 
supervise it or anything like that. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What handling was necessary prior to October 21 
with reference to Schine? 

Mr. Carr. He didn’t tell me. I had no great interest in the matter. 
I assume, and it is an assumption on my part, I assume that this was 
a reference to the fact that on October 2, Secretary Stevens had said 
that he was going to let Schine go into the Army, do his training, 
and then use him, by sending him to intelligence schools, and things 
like that. 

[I also understood that—not at that time, now, this is looking back 
at it—I also understand at this time that Mr. Schine and Mr. Stevens 
had had a conversation concerning what Mr. Stevens was going to 
do with Mr. Schine. 

Mr. Prewrrr. With relation to your charges or specifications, did 
anything of significance occur between October 21 and November 6 
that is within your personal knowledge? 

Mr. Carr. Not that I can now recall. 

Mr. Prewirr. You were present on the occasion of the meeting 
in Secretary Stevens’ office at the Pentagon on November 6; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Prewirr. On that occasion, what were the general subjects 
of conversation? I know they have been gone into very thoroughly, 
but I will ask you to state them. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. It has been testified as to who was present. 
When Mr. Cohn and I arrived with Senator McCarthy, I recall that 
the Secretary asked Mr. Cohn where Mr. Schine was. Mr. Cohn 
said that Mr. Schine felt that since he was now a private in the Army, 
it would be a little unusual for him to be having lunch with the 
Secretary. In that regard, I know that there was a sixth place set 
at the table. It was an office table about this size [indicating]. There 
was a sixth place set there, and I assume, after that conversation, 
it was for Mr. Schine, since there were only five of us:;who did dine. 

About the time we sat down at the table, the Secretary asked for 
a résumé of the evidence that had been developed concerning— 
during the course of our Fort Monmouth investigation. Mr. Cohn 
took the floor, I would say for several moments, and gave a résumé 
of all of the evidence that had been collected duri ing the weeks of our 
investigation. Mr. Stevens was listening very intently. 

When Mr. Cohn had finished his résumé, Mr. Stevens asked how 
long the public hearings could be expected to run. I might note 
here that Senator McCarthy on, I think, the preceding day, Novem- 
ber 5, had made an announcement to the effect that the public hear- 
ings on Monmouth would begin on the following Thursday, I think 
the 12th of November. Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn told the 
Secretary that the hearings could be expected to run for approximately 
6 weeks. 

The Secretary was very upset about this. At least he appeared 
to be. He said that this was impossible; that if the hearings lasted 
anywhere near that length of time, that he would have to resign. 
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He said that he had been the Secretary of the Army for some 10 
months at that time, and that the people would not understand his not 
having taken action sooner. 

He asked if there was some way that the subcommittee could help 
take the pressure off of himself and the Army by holding hearings on 
other investigations. 

I recall that there was an answer made to that question. I don’t 
recall whether it was Mr. Cohn or Senator McCarthy, but the answer 
was that we were not ready to hold hearings on any other investi- 
gation; that we were ready to hold hearings on the Army. 

Senator McCarthy made it very clear that there would be no white- 
washing of this Army situation. He told the Secretary that he per- 
sonally should not be worried. He didn’t agree with the Secretary 
that because he had been in there 10 months he would be held respon- 
sible in the public eye. He said that nothing had been done so far 
in the investigation which was aimed at or had hurt the Secretary 
personally. He said that the Secretary had been trying to assist 
the subcommittee; that he himself had made public statements to that 
effect. He said, however, that he couldn’t whitewash the situation 
by not having hearings. 

There then followed a suggestion by the Secretary that the Defense 
Department proper, the Air Force and the Navy, also had security 
situations which would bear looking into by the subcommittee. 

At that point Mr. Adams nodded and said that he would be able to 
furnish the subcommittee with information on that. 

The Secretary seemed to affirm this. He nodded his head and acted 
like—in fact, he said that that might be the answer to the problem. 

The next point that came up—I am not exactly sure of the order 
of this—but the next point that came up that I recall was a statement 
by Mr. Cohn that we were planning to investigate and eventually hold 
hearings on Communists in defense industries. 

The meeting was left with an understanding that we would not stop 
the Fort Monmouth hearings; that we would have public hearings, 
but that in order to take some of the pressure off of the Army and 
Secretary Stevens personally, we would hold some public hearings 
on Communist infiltration of defense plants also. 

That is about what I recall. 

Mr. Prewitt. Was the subject of Schine brought up during that 
meeting ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; it was. During the course of the meeting, either 
Senator McCarthy or perhaps Mr. Cohn stated that Mr. Schine had 
been working on some of this work, and the Secretary then volunteered 
the suggestion that Mr. Schine might be made available to work 
weekends on committee business. He said that, if necessary, he could 
even work evenings on it, any time that he was not in training. This 
was said by the Secretar y, and I assume at that point he was happy to 
do anything he could to keep us from having immediate hearings on 
the Army. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Mr. Carr, did you make any statements with reference 
to Schine? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I didn’t at that point. 

Mr. Prewirr. During that meeting? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t recall any, no, sir. 
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Mr. Prewirr. You have been styled in this proceeding as the silent, 
strong man. Did you make any statement of any character at this 
luncheon meeting of November 6? 

Mr. Carr. Well, sir, I might say that that is one of the more appre- 
ciative appellations that have been passed over me in the past few 
months. I don’t object to that. 

At the conference of November 6, I of course took part in the 
greetings. I took some minor part in the discussion when Mr. Cohn 
was describing the results or giving his résumé of the investigation 
that had been conducted. 

If you will pardon me, I think I corrected him on one occasion. 
Generally speaking, it was pretty hard to get a word in, 

Mr. Prewirr. We can all understand that problem. 

Mr. Carr. It wasn’t only Mr. Cohn at that point. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, subsequent to November 6 did you have 
any conversation with Secretary Stevens with reference to the charges 
of Senator McCarthy and his staff? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. State when that was. 

Mr. Carr. On November 16, I saw the Secretary of the Army. On 
November 16, I was going to pick up Mr. Cohn and go to the airport. 
We were flying to New York. He asked me or I suggested that I 
would pick him up at the Pentagon on my way to the airport. I had 
no appointment with Secretary Stevens. 

Mr. Prewirt. For the purpose of clarity, this was the meeting that 
followed the November 13 press conference of Secretary Stevens, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; it was. 

Mr. Prewirr. That was the purpose of the meeting ? 

Mr. Carr. I understand it was, yes. 

Mr. Prewitt. You did not go with Mr. Cohn to the Pentagon? 

Mr. Carr. No, I didn't. 

Mr. Prewirr. You had no appointment to see Mr. Stevens on that 
occasion ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I had no appointment. And no intention of see- 
ing him. When I arrived—I merely went to pick up Mr. Cohn to pro- 
ceed to the airport. When I arrived, the Secretary’s secretary, or at 
least the receptionist, announced that I had arrived. The Secretary 
was very gracious and ordered that I be ushered in. I went in.- There 
were the usual greetings. The Secretary is very courteous. I sat 
down. They had apparently been discussing the November 13 press 
conference of Secretary Stevens. At the point when I arrived the 
Secretary was stating that he was very disturbed that the conference 
had been misinterpreted by some of the press present. 

He was very disturbed that the misinterpretation could cause any 
anxiety or any disturbance on the part of Senator McCarthy. He said 
that he had not intended to say that there was no espionage at Fort 
Monmouth. He merely intended to say that he knew of no espionage 
at Fort Monmouth. He said he had not meant to affront Senator 
McCarthy and that he was most anxious to do whatever he could to 
straighten the matter out with Senator McCarthy. He said he would 
fiy up to New York that night and have dinner with the Senator. He 
said — would come up and have breakfast. He said he would have 
lunch the next day. He was very anxious to see the Senator. 
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Mr. Cohn said that he would be seeing the Senator that afternoon, 
and I believe he said he would get in contact with him. As a result 
of the meeting, Mr. Stevens did come to New York the following day 
and met with Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. Prewirr. And on the following day, November 17, you were 
present at the Merchants Club in New York City ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What, if anything, was stated by either Mr. Stevens 

r Mr. Adams at the Merchants Club meeting with reference to the 
et ssibility of your committee investigating the other services ? 

Mr. Carr. I have no personal knowledge of that conversation, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. On November 24, I will ask you if Mr. Adams made 
any additional suggestion to you with reference to stopping your in- 
vestigation of the Army. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. On the 17th, however, I think I might have gone 
ahead of myself a bit. On the 17th—— 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you care to make a further statement about the 
17th? 

Mr. Carr. While we are on the 17th, I might clear up one point if 
I could. 

Mr. Prewirr. Very well, sir. 

Mr. Carr. On the 17th, there was an arrangement made that the 
Senator and his staff aaa go to Fort Monmouth and then proceed 
to Boston in the Secretary’s plane. I recall that when we arrived 
at Fort Monmouth—excuse me, Fort Dix I am talking about—I 
recall when we arrived—actually, it was McGuire Air Force Base 
adjacent to Fort Dix. When we arrived and were getting off the 
lane, I heard the Secretary say something to the effect that now would 
5 a good time to get that picture with Dave. There was a general 
round of handshakes and introductions. Mr. Schine was there. Gen- 
eral Ryan was there, two colonels—I believe—one was Colonel Brad- 
ley and one was Colonel Lavelle. There were some other officers, and 
there were some men there. There were some photographers there. 
After the introductions, I recall the Secretary motioned to Schine. 
I didn’t hear him say anything, but they came and stood together 
against the plane. The photographers m: Hs ready to take pictures. 
I recall that I tried to get out of the picture. I saw it was coming, 
I tried to get out of the picture. I recall that General—excuse me, 
that Colonel Bradley was standing in the area. That is about all 
that happened there. I do recall that that evening when we were 
dining at one of the officer’s quarters, Senator McCarthy told Mr. 
Schine in front of the two colonels, Colonel Bradley and Colonel 
Lavelle, that he wanted him to spend all of his free time when he was 
not in training working on the committee reports. That is about all 
of that conversation. 

Mr. Prewitt. You stated the substance of the events of November 
17th? 

Mr. Carr. As I recall them. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, when was the next occasion on which either 
Mr. Adams or Secretary Stevens suggested that your hearings be 
concluded ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, the next that I know of, sir, was on the 24th of 
November. I had lunch with Mr. Adams and Mr. Cohn, and there 
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had apparently been some discussion that I was not in on. But at 
! 


that point, during some point during the luncheon, Mr. Adams 
brought up the subject of General Lawton and his possible removal 





from his command at Fort Monmouth. And he was very anxious to 
get what he determined some good word from Senator MecCartl 
concerning his attitude on a removal of General Lawton from Fort 
Monmouth. 

Mr. Adams said to Mr. Cohn that, “If you can give me some cood 
word on the Lawton ituation. maybe I car 
on whether or not Schine will be available this weekend.” I think, I 
am sure it was, the Thanksgiving weekend. I recall that Mr. Cohn 
was a little annoyed at this for what he termed the reason that he 
didn’t like Mr. Aion tying up the Lawton situation with Schine’s 
availability over the weekend. He said that the Secretary had made 
an arrangement whereby Private Schine would be available on non- 
training hours and that he didn’t like Mr. Adams interjecting himself 
into the situation. There was a little discussion about that, nothing 
unpleasant, and we left. 

Mr. PREWITT. Mr. Carr, was that the first occasion on which Mr. 
Adams brought up this question of favors to Schine in consideration 
of your taking steps to stop the investigation ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I think that is the first one that I know of. I think 
that on October 8 or 9, when we were talking about stopping the 
hearings, Mr. Adams may have said that the Secretary was going 
to do something for Schine, and that that should be some sort of an 
inducement to us. But the October 8 conversation on that matter is 
not exactly clear. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, do you want to tell this committee that Mr. 
Adams, commencing around November 24, used Private Schine as 
bait to gain his desires? Is that the substance of what you mean ? 

Mr. Carr. I think that Mr. Adams was aware of the fact that 
throughout the entire period of our association, beginning back in 
early October, that Mr. Schine was voing to be ] in the Army, was in 
the Army, and that he had come from our subcommittee. I think 
he was aware of that fact. I think he was smart enough, clever 
enough, to keep that in the back of his mind at all times. I think he 
was using it wherever he could. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, have you stated the substance of the events of 
November 24 oe as they relate to your charges or specifications ? 

Mr. Carr. As I now recall them. 

Mr. Prewirr. And when I say your charges, I am, of course, re- 
ferring to Senator McCarthy ’s charges. 

Mr. Carr. Right. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What occurred November 25, Mr. Carr, that relates 
to the matters which we are now discussing 6 

Mr. Carr. Well, on November 25, Mr. Adams and I missed our 
plane connection from Newark to Washington, because of the holi- 
day traffic, I believe, and we took a train from the Newark depot to 
Washington. I would like to clear up at this point one part of Mr. 
Adams’ testimony. He implied that perhaps the entire train trip 
was consumed, the time of the train trip was consumed, with a con- 
versation about Dave Schine. 


ive you ome vu od word 


46620°—54—-pt. 64——-3 








29638 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


I sav that isn’t so. I can recall several things we talked about on 
that train trip. We talked about General Lawton. We talked about 
the Fort Monmouth investigation. We talked about Mr. Adams’ 
background. I recall him telling me about his early youth out in the 
West. We talked about my background. We t: alked about the FB . 
We talked about Mr. Adams’ baby, who was giving him troub le a 
night. We talked about my three children. We talked about a vat 
agent who was hired by the Pentagon. We talked about several 
things. We did talk about Schine, also. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was any suggestion made on that train trip with 
refere ey to termination of the Fort Monmouth hearings? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; there was. This, I believe—and I am subject 
to an on this, but I believe I am right—this period of time, 
November 24 and November 25, these were the first open hearings 
on the Fort Monmouth situation. They were held in New York. Mr. 
Adams—and I don’t say that there is anything wrong in his wanting 
to stop the hearings—Mr. Adams on the train ride suggested that 
since we had held numerous executive sessions on Fort Monmouth 
and since we had now held 1 or 2 public hearings on Fort Monmouth, 
it would be a good time to drop the hearings. The Army was now 
ready to handle and the Army would handle the situation. 

That was the substance of the conversation concerning termination 
of the hearings. 

Mr. Prewirr. Tell us how the Schine subject came up during that 
train ride. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, but I think it would relate better, it follows in 
sequence the conversation we had concerning General Lawton. It is 
entirely up to you, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Very well. We will go on to another subject. There 
has been considerable testimony—— 

Mr. Carr. Sir, I don’t mean to interrupt you. On this train ride I 
think it is important that I discuss some of the subjects of the train 
ride, since Mr. Adams has made it a point. 

Mr. Prewirr. Very well, you may do that. 

Mr. Carr. I would like to say that on this train ride, Mr. Adams 
asked me for my opinion of what Senator Me( ‘arthy’s real reaction 
would be to the removal of General Lawton from his post at Fort Mon- 
mouth. Mr. Adams said that he thought that perhaps I would be able 
to give him a real insight into what the Senator would actually do. 

I recall telling him that the Senator would probably take the posi- 
tion that he couldn’t do anything about the proposed removal if it were 
done. However, I knew that Senator McCarthy would not sit back 
and not make some statement concerning this—I think the word I used 
was “blast”—because of the removal of a man who had throughout the 
investigation shown that he was anxious to help the subcommittee, and 
a man who had a reputation for wanting to get rid of Communisis at 
ort Monmouth. 

Also on the train ride—I think I mentioned the fact we talked 
about a Pentagon press agent. 

Following this conversation about General Lawton. Mr. Adams 
turned to Private Schine, turned the conversation to Private Schine, 
and the substance of his conversation on that matter was that since the 
Senator and Mr. Cohn were feeling the way they did about General 
Lawton, and the Army would undoubtedly not t: ake any stand at that 
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moment on General Lawton because of Senator McCarthy’s expected 
attitude, it might be a good thing if they could be a little nicer to him 
and he could be a little nicer to Private Schine. 

What he meant about being a little nicer, I can only guess. 

Mr. Prewirr. How did you construe it? 

Mr. Carr. I thought that he was doing a little bargaining 

Mr. Prewitr. Was he offering up, shall we say—— 

Mr. Carr. A little tidbit. 

Mr. Prewitt. A little tidbit in the form of small favors? 

Mr. Carr. I frankly thought that this was an instance of dangling 
favors concerning Schine. 

Mr. Prewitrr. Have you stated the substance of your conversation 
with Mr. Adams on November 25 ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, with the exception of one thing that I overlooked, 
and that is concerning the conversation about General Lawton. Mr. 
Adams made it very clear to me that he thought and had thought for 
some time that General Lawton had made a big mistake. He said that 

General Lawton was fawning all over Senator McCarthy. He said he 
acted like Senator McCarthy is more important than the Army. He 
said that this was embarrassing to the Army, that it was embarrassing 
to Mr. Stevens. Hesaid that the evenel al had been attending the execu 
tive sessions on Fort Monmouth in New York, and that it didn’t look 
right for the general to be traipsing in to the executive sessions behind 
the Senator and more or less rubberstamping everything the Senator 
did or said. 

He said this was embarrassing to the Army, and that Lawton seemed 
to forget w ose a was working for. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did you report that conversation that you have just 
related ? 

Mr. Carr. Concerning General Lawton? 

Mr. Prewirr. To Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Now have you stated the substance of the November 
25 train ride insofar as it relates to your charges? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I think I have. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did anything of any significance occur between No- 
vember 25 and December 9, concerning the matters we are talking 
about ? 

Mr. Carr. Not that I now recall. 

Mr. Prewirr. Will you give me your version of the so-called map 
incident of December 9 as briefly as possible? I will ask you first, of 
course, if you were present on the occasion when it has been testified 
to here that Mr. Adams drew a rough map of the United States and 
divided it into nine sections. Were you present ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Following the hearing on that day Mr. Adams, Mr. Cohn and I 
walked down the corridor. Mr. Cohn and Mr. Adams were, I would 
say, close together. I was moretotheside. I noticed that Mr. Adams 

had a piece ‘of paper in his hand and that he appeared to be drawing 
onit. Icameovertothem. The paper seemed to be one of these pads, 
this size [indicating] and Mr. Adams—somebody had sketched a 
rough outline of the United States on the paper. Mr. Adams had a 
pencil and was separating it into rectangles. There has been testi- 
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mony—I believe the number was nine, but I am not sure. I know 
he had it broken into rectangular portions. 

I aske -. Cohn what was going on, and he smiled and said, “John 
is trying to trade us some homosexuals in the Air Force for informa- 
tion about our next investigation.” 

As I recall it, I just laughed and walked on down the hall. I didn’t 
stay with them at that point, although you might say that I was still 

viththem. I walked a little bit ahead and to the side of them. They 
were engaged in other conversation. 

Mr. Prewirr. You merely heard Mr. Cohn make that statement ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Prewrrr. You heard no statement made by Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. I heard no statement made by Mr. Adams. Mr. Adams 
neither affirmed nor denied it at that time. I didn’t stay long enough 
to know whether he did or didn’t. 

Mr. Prewrrr. He remained silent in your presence when Mr. Cohn 
made the statement to you that you have just related ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; and it was a matter of a few seconds. When he 
told me that I moved on. I wasn’t particularly interested. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did you confer with Mr. Adams after this so-called 
map incident ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. When Mr. Cohn, Mr. Adams and I all arrived 
at the subcommittee offices down in room 101 in this building at the 
same time, for some reason, perhaps a telephone call, Mr. Cohn went 
ahead, and Mr. Adams and I were standing in the corridor outside of 
room 101. We were discussing the hearings. I think Aaron Coleman 
had been a witness that morning or the day before. Mr. Adams said 
that it would be impossible to hold public hearings with all the wit- 
nesses that we had in executive session on the secret laboratories at 
Fort Monmouth. He said that since we now had had in the public 
ession the principal, shall we say, Communists at Fort Monmouth, 
the best subject, it would now be a good note to end the hearings on. 
This was the same general approach that he had used before. 

I told him that I thought maybe he had better see Senator McCarthy 
about ending the hearings. 

Then the conversation drifted to some other subject. What it was, 
I don’t know. 

Then Mr. Adams asked me quite casually how the hostage was mak- 
ing out at Fort Dix. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, had he ever used that term “hostage” 
previous to that? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; he had. Mr. Adams uses many terms, just as 
all of us do, which are perhaps facetious, but he used that term. I 
know he uses the term “Indians” to refer to staff members. He used 
the term “hostage” almost from the time that Schine went into the 
Army. I don’t know—I couldn’t tell, frankly, which times he was 
using it in a serious vein and which times he was just kidding about it. 
At this point, he used the word “hostage.” He asked me how the 
hostage was making out at Fort Dix. 

I told him that I guessed he was doing all right. And then he said 
to me, “Well, maybe he could do a little better with some help from 
us.” I assume he meant himself or Secretary Stevens. I said that 
as far as I was concerned, he was doing all right. And he said, “Well, 
now, let’s see. Maybe he could do a little better with a little help,” 
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and he said, “What’s there in it for us if we do something for 
Schine?” He didn’t say, “What’s there in it for Stevens and me?” 
He said, “What’s there in it for us if we do something for Schine?” 
And I told him that I didn’t think there would be anything in it for 
him if he did something for him. I recall that that afternoon I wrote 
a memorandum to Senator McCarthy in which I said, “Again, today, 
John Adams came down here after the hearings and using clever 
phrases tried to find out ‘what’s there in it for us, if he and Stevens 
did something for Schine. He refers to Schine as our hostage or 
the hostage whenever his name comes up. I made it clear that, as far 
as I was concerned, I don’t personally care what treatment they gave 
Schine, and that, as far as I was concerned, he was in the Army. I 
did say that I thought it wasn’t fair”’—— 

Senator Munpr. The committee members hre asking for the date 
of that memo. 

Mr. Carr. This is the memorandum of December 9: 


I did say that I thought it wasn’t fair of them to take it out on Schine because 
we were investigating the Army, or to keep using— 
him 
to try to stop our investigations. I told him the only contact we were author- 
ized to have with him about Schine was on Investigations Committee business. 

There were other things in the memorandum. That is about the 
substance of that conversation. 

Mr. Prewirr. You now affirm the statements that you just read as 
contained in your memorandum of December 9 ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I dictated that memorandum following our 
conversation. 

Mr. Prewirr. Have you stated the substance of your conversation 
with Mr. Adams on December 9 ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; as best I recall. 

Mr. Prewirr. Were you present on the occasion of the luncheon at 
the Carroll Arms on December 10? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Prewirr. State very briefly the conversation there. I believe 
Mr. Adams, Mr. Stevens, and Senator McCarthy were also present. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. That morning the Senator asked me if I wanted 
to have lunch with him at the Carroll Arms. He said that the Secre- 
tary would be there and Mr. Adams. We had lunch. The Secretary 
and Mr. Adams and the Senator were discussing the possibility of 
some end to the hearings at Fort Monmouth. The Secretary and Mr. 
Adams brought up the argument that the Army now had all of the 
information they needed, and that the subcommittee had helped the 
Army by having some of these hearings, and that the Army now 
could handle the situation. They thought that the hearings should 
be terminated. Senator McCarthy was noncommittal about the end- 
ing of the hearings. He pointed out that he wanted to have some 
hearings, at least, executive hearings, with members of the loyalty 
boards who had allowed some of these Communists at Fort Mon- 
mouth to remain in their jobs after investigations had been conducted 
of them. That is about the—— 

Mr. Prewitt. What was the attitude of Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams 
with reference to the Senator’s statement about calling the loyalty 
board ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. Well, throughout the entire period of the Fort Mon- 
mouth investigations, it began, I believe, back in October, sometime, 
when a man referred to here as Mr. X had appeared, John Adams 
had taken the position that it would not be a good thing for the 
loyalty board members to be called in. ‘The Secretary se ‘emed to affirm 
that position at this luncheon, I don't specifically recall what the 
Secretary said at that luncheon. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was Schine discussed at this luncheon ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, very briefly. There was some conversation 
concerning him. Somebody, I don’t know who it was, brought up the 
fact that he was at Dix. The Secretary said that he was doing well 
in his training, or words to that effect, and he mentioned that basic 
training was an important thing and that everybody had to do it. 
I remember that that touched off a rather long dissertation by Sena- 
tor McCarthy concerning his own basic training in the Marine Corps. 
That included a vivid description of crawling through mud, and I 
think it was good for 20 minutes. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was any bait offered up on that occasion with refer- 
ence to Mr. Schine ? 

Mr. Carr. Not that I recall. I wouldn’t say, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did Secretary Stevens ever refer to this young man 
Schine as a hostage ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, have you stated the substance of the con- 
versation with December 10 in connection with your charges? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, as best I recall. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Let’s go to December 17, the date of the celebrated 
luncheon and car ride. You were present ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. I oe i you were present at the hearings on the 
morning of December 17? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 1 here were hearings that morning on the Fort 
Monmouth investigation. 

Mr. Prewirr. What was the subject of conversation during the 
luncheon and subsequent car ride on December 17 4 

Mr. Carr. When Mr. Cohn and I arrived at Gasner’s restaurant 
which is about a block away from the courthouse in New York, Mr. 
Adams and the Senator were already there. There was some general 
conversation, and then I recall the Senator saying that John has 
brought up the subject of Lawton again. This touched off a conver- 
sation at some length by—I wouldn’t say a conversation, it was a 
monologue by Mr. Cohn, at this point, on the subject of General 
Lawton and reprisals made against persons who had helped the sub- 
committee in some way. 

He said that to remove General Lawton would be a disgraceful 
thing. He said that a man should not be punished for helping a sub- 
committee, and certainly Senator McCarthy should not sit by and allow 
a man of General Lawton’s stature to be punished in any way for 
assisting in the investigation of the subcommittee. He brought up 
the fact that as a result of previous investigations of the subcommit- 
tee, several persons in the Voice of America had been conveniently 
dropped at the end of the investigation. He made quite a point of this. 
He said that the subcommittee, and no investigative agenc y, could last 
very long if it would sit back and allow persons who help it to be the 
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subject of reprisals. I recall that—there was some conversation about 
the Senator being subdued. The Senator was in agreement with Mr. 
Cohn, and because he was quiet, I don’t think it means that he was 
subdued. He agreed with Mr. Cohn. He said that he felt that he 
could not order the Army about and tell the Army what it could do 
with its generals, but he fully agreed with Mr. Cohn’s appraisal of 
the situation. 

Throughout the conversation Mr. Adams did not get many words 
in, but Mr. Adams kept trying to interject himself by making state- 
ments which I recall, in substance, as this: 

Let's talk about Schine. All right, let’s talk about Schine. 


Now, Mr. Cohn replied rather heatedly, “I don’t want to talk about 
Schine. Let’s talk about Lawton. We are talking about Lawton.” 
And we did talk about Lawton. 

When the luncheon had been served and eaten, we proceeded out- 
side the building. Mr. Cohn’s car was parked nearby, and he offered 
us a ride uptown. Mr. Adams said that he was going to Penn Station, 
and he would grab a cab. I recall Mr. Cohn said he would give him 
a lift. Adams was concerned about making a certain train. I don’t 
know which one it was. 

We went uptown and as we got to Fourth Avenue, I am not sure 
whether at that point it is Fourth or Park Avenue, but it is all the same 
in New York at various points, we got to about 34th or 33d Street 
and Park Avenue, and Mr. Cohn tried to make a left turn. There 
was an officer there who was not much influenced by Mr. Cohn. 

We went through, we had to, a tunnel arrangement in the middle 
of the avenue, which made the next available exit something like 
Park Avenue and 46th or 48th Street. I am not sure of the number 
of the street. 

As I reeall it, Mr. Adams was getting a bit disturbed about the train. 
He thought that he might not make it. 

Mr. Adams kept saying, “Let me out, let me out. Ihave got to make 
the train.” 

Roy said, “I will take you over. Don’t worry about it.’ 

When we got to this intersection at about 46th Street, “ite Adams 
said, “I will ‘take a cab,” and at that point I think Mr. Cohn on - 
I don’t know whether he said it, I just assume that he would say it— 
at any rate, we were near the curb in the first lane of traffic, as . recall, 
and Mr. Adams got out. Mr. Cohn said, “O. K., take a cab,” and 
Adams left. I think he testified that he did make his train. 

The Senator and I and Mr. Cohn continued uptown to the Waldorf 
where the Senator was staying. 

The Senator was not ejected from the car, I might say. 

As we got uptown, after Mr. Adams had left the car, the Senator 
said to Roy that the Lawton situation would work out all right. As I 
have since learned, both the Senator and Mr. Cohn contacted either 
the general or his aide that day or the next. 

Mr. Prewrrr. To recap the events of December 17, I will ask you 
if I am correct when I state that your testimony, in substance, is 
that the animated monolog which you spoke of, of Mr. Cohn, was 
precipitated by a discussion of General Lawton? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Prewirr. And not by any discussion of Private Schine? 
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Mr. Carr. That is correct. Mv. Adams tried on several occasions to 
swing the subject to Schine, but it never got there. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was Mr. Adams the emanating factor as far as the 
subject of Schine was concerned ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. He tried, but it didn’t get to Schine. 

Mr. Prewirr. The subject was almost exclusively around General 
Lawton ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, and the general subject matter of reprisals 
against persons who had helped the committee. 

Mr. Prewirr. In what manner was the subject of Schine injected 
into this heated conversation ? 

Mr. Carr. At the luncheon. 

Mr. Prewirr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Carr. It didn’t get injected in beyond the point of saying, 
“Let’s talk about Schine,” and that is as much as it got in. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was that the extent of it? 

Mr. Carr. That is. Mr. Cohn wouldn’t talk about Schine. He 
wanted to talk about Lawton. 

Mr. Prewirr. He made no references to the treatment of Schine at 
Dix? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, not that I recall, at all. 

Mr. Prewirr. Have you stated the substance of the events of De- 
cember 17 ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, as I recall them. 

Mr. Prewirr. Let’s go to January 14, which I believe was the oc- 
casion of Mr. Adams’ visiting your office, is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, January 14. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What was his purpose, if you recall, in visiting your 
office on January 14? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know his purpose. I can tell you what happened, 

Mr. Prewitt. Do so. 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Adams came to the office in room 101. Mr. Cohn 
and I were both present. He asked if the hearings on Fort Monmouth 
would resume. There had been a recess of a few weeks while the staff 
was getting out its reports. Mr. Cohn said he was sure that the 
chairman would resume the hearings when we had finished with the 
reports. He said that there was the question of the loyalty board yet 
to be considered, and that he was sure the Senator would be interested 
in those. 

Mr. Adams argued, again the same type of argument—he argued 
that the executive sessions had been held, we had now had several 
public sessions, and he didn’t think there was any need to go into the 
loyalty board situation. Mr. Cohn did not agree with him. In fact, 
I didn’t agree with him, either. 

Mr. Adams was a little upset by this—not terrifically so, but some- 
what upset by this, and said that he thought that we, meaning Mr. 
Cohn and myself, could have cooperated with him a little more. He 
said that he had been trying to work with us and that we could co- 
operate with him. He said that since we didn’t want to cooperate 
with him, maybe he could try a little bit of quote cooperation end 
quote, himself. 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 2645 


He asked Mr. Cohn how Mr. Cohn would like it if Private Schine 
were shipped overseas. Mr. Cohn said that he wouldn't like it. He 
said that Schine had not even finished his basic training, and that he 
didn’t see any reason why Adams should link this up with the sub- 
ject of cooperation. He said that if, after his training, and as far as 
he was cone erned as soon as the reports were out, they wanted to ship 
Schine overseas, that was perfectly all right, but he said that be- 
cause he had pail with the subcommittee, he should not be shipped 
overseas without completing his training. 

That is about the substance of that conversation. I frankly thought 
that Mr. Adams was baiting Mr. Cohn at this time. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is that the subject which you had in mind when you 
dictated a memorandum to Senator McCarthy dated January 15, 
1954 % 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

That afternoon, I went upstars to see Senator McCarthy. As I 
recall, I either dictated or scribbled a note to him, saying that I 
thought he would do well to try to talk to John Adams and see if they 
couldn’t sort of calm him down on this subject. I thought John 
Adams was baiting Roy a little more than necessary at this time. 
That was the purpose of my memo. 

Mr. Prewrrr. The example which you have just stated—was that 
the worst baiting that you noted insofar as Mr. Adams was concerned ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; I think it was about the worst attempt of baiting; 
yes. 

Mr. Prewitt. It is your testimony that Mr. Adams’ question about 
what would happen if Mr. Schine was sent overseas came about after 
a rather heated discussion concerning the production of members of 
the loyalty board ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that and the termination of the hearings. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr., what occurred of any significance on 
January 19? 

Mr. Carr. On January 19, Mr. Adams appeared before Senator 
McCarthy at a hearing at which loyalty board members had been 
requested to come. He appeared himself and said that he didn’t 
think they should appear. 

The Senator said that he had information that he wanted to question 
members of the loyalty board concerning several matters, including 
such things as fraud and misconduct, and that he felt that the board 
members, just as any other Government employees or citizens, had to 
respond to subpenas, and then they might answer certain questions 
and not answer certain questions. 

Mr. Prewitr. When had the Senator requested the production of 
members of the loyalty board? 

Mr. Carr. I think that morning or the afternoon before. 

Mr. Prewirr. You are speaking of January 19? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewitr. Mr. Adams came along? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. That is correct? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What was the Senator’s reaction to the failure to 
produce members of the loyalty board ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. It would be difficult to say. I don’t know what his 
reaction was. I know what happened. I know that as a result of 
Mr. Adams’ appearance and the conversation that followed, Senator 
McCarthy and Mr. Adams agreed that by the following Friday Mr. 
Adams would either produce, send over the pe rsons requested, « yr he 
would at a certain time of the day telephone me and subpenas would 
be issued. There was no argument. 

Mr. Prewirr. Were subpenas for production of members of the 
loyalty screenll a board ever actually prepare dt 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; subpenas were prepared. 

Mr. Prewirrr. But they were never i ssued 2 

Mr. Carr. Never issued. 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you know when those subpenas were prepared ? 

Mr. Carr. In the d: iy or so following this 19th meeting I had them 
prepared. 

Mr. Prewirr. Around January 20, is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. On the 22d, Mr. Adams was to call me and I 
had the subpenas ready. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did you have a conversation with Senator Dirk- 
sen on January 99% 

Mr. Carr. Yes, on the morning of January 22, Senator Dirksen 
called me and said—and asked me if I had issued subpenas, if 
subpenas had been issued, to certain panes ‘rs of the loyalty board. 
And I told him that they were ready but they were not to be issued 
until later that day. The Senator told me that he had had a con- 
versation with John Adams, and that if the subpenas were issued, 
Adams told him that there would be an embarrassing report issued 
concerning Mr. Cohn. He asked me not to issue the subpenas until 
he could speak with the chairman, Senator McCarthy. I, of course, 
agreed with him. 

Mr. Prewirr. On whose direction did you prepare the subpenas, 
Mr. Carr ¢ 

Mr. Carr. The subpenas were prepared at the direction of the chair- 
man. 

Mr. Prewirr. Prior to the preparation of these subpenas, on or 
about January 20, I believe you stated, had you ever prepared any 
subpenas for production of loyalty board members ? 

Mr .Carr. No, I don’t think—I don’t think so. I think one time one 
appeared but Mr. Adams produced him. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Was there any relation to the demand for production 
of the loyalty board members to the Schine matter, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. And is it your testimony that regardless of the treat- 
ment accorded Private Schine, your committee would have demanded 
production of the loyalty board members? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Senator McCarthy had always stated that he 
wanted members of the loyalty board. 

Mr. Prewitt. And those two subjects had absolutely no relation one 
to the other? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. When was the next attempt or suggestion by either 
Mr. Adams or Mr. Stevens concerning your termination of the investi- 
gation of the Army or your foregoing issuing subpenas for production 
of the loyalty board? 
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Mr. Carr. Well, the following week, that is the week following 
January 19th and the 22d, quite by accident, I ran into Mr. Adams 
in the downstairs cafeteria, and we sat down and either had lunch 
or a cup of coffee. Mr. Adams asked me if Mr. Cohn were angry 
about the business of the threatened report concerning him. I told him 
that I was sure that he was. I told him what Mr. Cohn had told me, 
that he thought that John Adams had no business threatening to put 
out a report on him. He thought that it was a dishonest act on John’s 
part, and that he was through with John, he would have nothing fur- 
ther to do with him. Mr. Adams told me that as far as he was con- 
cerned, he was very sorry about Mr. Cohn’s attitude, because he said 
that he liked Mr. Cohn personally, and he didn’t want to have any 
disagreements with him. He said that this putting out of the sub- 
penas—excuse me, this stopping of the subpenas, was something that 
he just had to do. He said he would stop at nothing to prevent the 
loyalty board members from coming in. 

There then followed some discussion about the subpenas being 
stopped, and he told me that this was nothing for Roy Cohn to be 
angry with John Adams about. He said that the whole affair con- 
cerning the loyalty board and the stopping of the subpenas, was 
not a John Adams’ decision, he said it was not an Army decision. He 
said that this was a high administration decision. He told me that 
he had had a conference with Bill Rogers of the Department of 
Justice, and he also told me that there had been conferences with 
the Attorney General’s office. That is about the substance of the 
conversation. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did Mr. Adams, prior to January 27th, ever register 
any complaint with you concerning alleged abuse by Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. Abuse? 

Mr. Prewrrr. Abuse or mistreatment with relation to Private 
Schine. 

Mr. Carr. No, he hadn't. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, Mr. Carr, on March 5, 1954, did you have a 
luncheon engagement with Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What, if anything, was said by Mr. Adams on that 
occasion? I will ask you first to tell us where the luncheon was held 
and the approximate time. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. What, if anything, was said with reference to the 
issuance of a report on the Schine matter ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. The luncheon was held—Well, we met for 
lunch at the Methodist Building across the street. Incidentally, a lot 
of people go there and the food is fine. Mr. Adams and I sat at 
one of the tables, and I recall asking Mr. Adams was there going to 
be some sort of a report concerning Roy Cohn. I told him that I 
had read in the papers or had heard discussion, talk, that several 
Senators had requested of the Army or the Defense Department, an 
alleged report concerning Roy Cohn. 

Mr. Adams told me that—Mr. Adams said that, yes, that Senators 
had asked for a report, but he said he didn’t think they were going 
to get it. He told me not to worry about it. He said there is noth- 
ing to it. 
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Chat was the end of that portion of the conversation. We then 
talked about Mr. Adayas’ own perss nal position. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Was a yvthing else stated on the oceasion of the 
ful on of March 5 that relates to your spe ifications o1 charges ? 
Carr. Yes, s r: I think so. 

. Prewirr. Will vou state it, plea e¢ 
Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Mr. Adams said that he wanted to reestablish 
f on a friendly relationship with Senator McCarthy and Roy 
Cohn. He said that Mr. Cohn had not been friendly with him since 
ometime 1n January. He said that Senator McCarthy had let it 
be known that he wouldn't have anything further to do with John 
(dams. He said that the pe sition of the Senator had reached the 
Pentagon and that it was damaging to him, the man assigned to 


contact with the con mittee, if b ith the chief counsel and the chalr- 


man of the committee would have nothing to do with him. 

He asked me if I would help him in more or less patching up the 
differences as far as he was concerned. I told him that I would see 
what I could do. 

Mr. Prewitrr. Now have you stated the substance of the conver- 
ation of March 5, insofar as ‘t relates to your charges. 

Mr. Carr. Well, there was one other—I believe there is 1 other 
topic of conversation at that time, perhaps 2 others. 

Mr. Adams told me in connection with this getting back on friendly 

terms with the Senator and Mr. Cohn, that he knew that Mr. Cohn 
and Senator McCarthy would never believe that he had had nothing 
to do with the incidents that followed the General Zwicker testimony. 
He said that the matter had been taken out of his hands entirely and 
that it was a high policy matter. 
There was another portion of the conversation which concerned 
the fact that the subcommittee had, at that period of time, been call- 
ing before it individual uniformed members of the Communist Party 
in executive and public session. 

Mr. Adams had volunteered the appearance of the Secretary of 
the Army before the subcommittee to explain the Army ’s position 
on policy concerning Communists and the alleged Communists before 
the subcommittee. 

I remember there was some more or less kidding and joking back 
and forth between us on that point, since he had volunteered the 
per retary’s appearance. 

Mr. Adams said that there was some—well, he asked me how many 
more of the uniformed Communists we would call before the sub- 
committee. I told him that we know of several. He said that “There 
are probably 200 of them in the Army that you could call before the 
committee.” 

He asked me if there was any possibility of discontinuing calling 
any more of these uniformed members of the party or alleged mem- 
bers of the party, before the subcommittee, until after Mr. Stevens 
had testified. 

I told him that T would see what I could do about that matter. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Mr. Carr, before we conclude your direct examina- 
tion, I will ask you if there is any additional statement that you 
would like to make concerning the specifications filed with the com- 
mittee by Senator McCarthy on your behalf and on Mr. Cohn’s behalf, 
as well as his own! Do you care to make any other statement? 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 2649 


Mr. Carr. No, sir. I think we have covered it. If there is some- 
thing we have overlooked, I am sure you will bring it out. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, turning to an examination of you more in 
the nature of cross-examination, I should lke to ask you, in your 
capacity as executive director of the committee—and I believe you 
state as chief investigator—do you have supervision and control over 
the other investigators on the staff ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I am the administrative person in charge of 
the investigators; yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you give orders and suggestions to other inves- 
tigators ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; I do, and they also give suggestions to me. 

Mr. Prewirr. Are they under your supervision and control? 

Mr. Carr. Generally speaking; yes. 

Mr. Prewirr. When did you first meet Mr. Schine ? 

Mr. Carr. I think I first met him down here in Washington after 
IT had come with the committee, although I have a vague recollection 
of having been introduced to him somewhere in New York prior to 
that time. 

Mr. Prewitt. Did you know after you came to the committee that 
Mr. Schine and Mr. Cohn were close personal friends? 

Mr. Carr. I assumed they were friends; yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. I will ask you to state, Mr. Carr, in a general sort 
of way, the qualifications of the other inv estigators on your committee. 
In general, are they men of experience with the FBI or the Justice 
Department, or lawyers? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Most of them are. Some of them have gained 
knowledge through having worked their way up more or less with 
the committee. ‘They started out as clerks and have become inves- 
tigators. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you have any investigators on your staff, under 
your supervision and control or otherwise, who have not had prior 
experience in the FBI, Justice Department, or who are not lawyers? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; we do. 

Mr. Prewirr. State who that is, please? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. We have two men who are in the category 
that I have explained who started out with the committee as staff 
assistants, and who have been assisting in investigations and now 
conduct investigations themselves. 

Mr. Prewirr. You mean they have had long practical experience as 
members of the staff of the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes and no. They have had experience with the staff 
of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, I would rather get an exact answer 

Mr. Carr. All right. 

Mr. Prewrrr. On that question, if we can. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. One has had what I would consider long 
experience, and the other has had what I would consider somewhat less 
experience, 

Mr. Prewrrr. What do you mean by “somewhat less experience”? 

Mr. Carr. I think experience of about a year prior to his doing 
investigative work. 
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Mr. Prewirr. With reference to Mr. Schine and his qualifications 
and his investigative experience, I will ask you if you assigned any 
investigative tasks to Mr. Schine after you became executive director ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I didn’t. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did Mr. Schine undertake any investigative tasks 
after you became executive director ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, sir, I had better explain it this way: When I came 
with the subcommittee, Mr. Schine was already a consultant with the 
committee. Mr. Schine was doing this part time. He was in New 
York. When he was in Washington, he had some office space over in 
the old building, the HOLC building, I believe it is, and I had space 
here. He was not often in Washington after I came with the com- 
mittee. 

Most of Mr. Schine’s work, thoughts, suggestions were channeled to 
me and coordinated with me through Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Prewirr. As I understand your testimony, then, Mr. Schine 
Was a part-time consultant 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. He spent only a small portion of his time in his ca- 
pacity as consultant with this committee; is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. When I say parttime, I mean that he didn’t 
devote his full time to that. He also was running a business. He did 
spend a good deal of time with the committee on committee work. 

Mr. Prewirr. After you came with the committee July 16 of last 
year, and until November 3, 1953, did Mr. Schine spend the greater 
portion of his time in New York running his business, or did he spend 
the greater portion of his time in work on the committee? I take it 
you are familiar with what all of the employees of the committee do. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I am familiar with the employees of the com- 
mittee and the work that they do. As I have explained, however, 
Mr. Schine was a consultant for the committee. He did committee 
work in New York City; he did some down here. As I say, after I 
came with the committee, most of his time was spent in New York. 

Mr. Prewirr. Approximately how much time would you say Mr. 

Schine spent in Washington during that period, that is, July 16 until 
November 3 

Mr. Carr. I would say he spent a fair portion of his time. It would 
be hard for me to say how many days. I did see him here. We had 
hearings in Washington in August and September. Later in the fall 
he was here on other occasions. 

Iie was not here every day, as most all the other investigators were. 

Mr. Prewrrt. In a general sort of way, what service did Mr. Schine 
render to the committee during the period that you have just indi- 
cated ? 

Mr. Carr. Since I came to the committee? 

Mr. Prewrrr. Yes, and prior to November 3. 

Mr. Carr. Right. Mr. Schine as a consultant was working on the 
development of information which would be of assistance to the com- 
mittee. He had done a good deal of work prior to the time I came 
with the committee on the Voice of America. He maintained his 
contacts with that investigation. He had more or less projected a 
plan for continued investigation of the Voice of America, some phivees 
of the Voice of America. He contacted confidential informants to 
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assist in the development of the Government Printing Office case. As 
a matter of fact, it was from knowledge that he learned through the 
Voice of America case that we first got onto the fact that there were 
Communists employed at the Government Printing Office. 

He had an informant who was of great assistance in connection 
with the Fort Monmouth investigation. He had another contact who 
furnished information concerning the General Electric Co. in upper- 
State New York, which is the area of his home. 

Mr. Pewrrr. Mr. Carr, who supervised the work of Private Schine 
or Mr. Schine? 

Mr. Carr. Well, sir, I don’t know that it was supervised in any strict 
sense as you might say that of the other investigators was. The work 
of the subcommittee 1s an informal work until we get around to hav- 
ing hearings. It is preparation for hearings. As I say, Mr. Schine’s 
activity and his work was reported and coordinated with me through 
Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Prewitt. Through Mr. Cohn, did you say ? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Was Mr. Schine responsible to you for the work 
which he did? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I wouldn’t say so. I always felt that Mr. Schine 
was responsible to the Senator. He was a consultant, Mr. Cohn was 
the chief counsel, and I was the staff director. I felt that we were all 
responsible to the Senator, and that we should as best we could coordi- 
nate our work. 

Mr. Prewitt. Mr. Carr, there has been introduced in evidence a 
monitored call of November 7 between Senator McCarthy and Secre- 
tary Stevens, in which the Senator stated in substance, I believe, that 
on the subject of Schine Mr. Cohn was completely unreasonable. Mr. 
Carr, do you subscribe to that statement of the Senator’s ? 

Mr. Carr. As far as I am concerned, no, he was never unreasonable 
with me. 

Mr. Prewirr. Unreasonable to any degree ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; not as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Prewirr. It is your testimony that Mr. Cohn was not unreason- 
able on the — of Schine? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. You stated at length here the efforts or baiting tac- 
tics on the part of Mr. Adams, holding up small favors or tidbits in 
order to gain a termination of your investigation. You recall your 
testimony in that regard ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, what effect would it have on Mr. Cohn, this 
baiting that Mr. Adams used? I will address myself particularly 
to the instance of January 14. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. Mr. Cohn—the effect it had on Mr. Cohn was 
that it annoyed him. Mr. Cohn felt very strongly that, since, he was 

responsible in some measure for bringing Mr. Schine with the sub- 
committee, that Mr. Schine should not be discriminated against by 
the Army; he should not be used by the Army. An ex: umple of what 
Mr. Cohn 7 parently had in mind was the fact that Mr. Adams 
brought up t .. business of shipping him overseas before he had fin- 
ished his—actually finished his, training. Another example I might 
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think of is this publicized statement by a general in the Army that 
he would give a hundred dollars to anyone who would poke Schine in 
the nose. That type of thing. Mr. Cohn felt that Schine should not 
be discriminated against because he had worked with the committee. 

Mr. Prewitt. Wasthisa sensitive subject with Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. What do you mean “sensitive” ? 

Mr. Prewrrr. On the question of Schine, when Mr. Adams baited 
liim, as you have stated. 

Mr. Carr. No, I wouldn’t say it was a sensitive subject with Mr. 
Cohn. Mr. Adams baited him. Mr. Cohn, for a long time, took a 
good deal of baiting. Once in a while it would get under his skin, 
as it would anyone else. 

Mr. Prewirr. I want to refer you to Mr. Adams’ testimony on page 
2606 of the record, that relates to the conversation of January 14. 
Do you have it? 

I will read from Mr. Adams’ testimony : 

Mr. ApAms, Yes, sir; that is right. I asked him what would happen if Schine 
got overseas duty. He responded with vigor and force “Stevens is through as 
Secretary of the Army.” I said, “Oh, Roy,’ something to this effect, “Oh, Roy, 
don’t say that. Come on, really, what is going to happen if Schine gets overseas 
duty?” He responded with even more force, “We will wreck the Army.” 

Is the statement which I have just read, attributable to Mr. Cohn, 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No,sir. I was there inthe room. Mr. Adams had men- 
tioned this shipping of Schine overseas, Mr. Cohn did not make these 
statements. 

Mr. Prewrrr. There is no question but what that question was 
brought up? Mr. Adams asked Mr. Cohn what would happen if 
Schine were sent overseas ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t recall his saying what would happen if Mr. 
Schine were sent overseas. I recall he said some thing be “T will 
cooperate with you fellows a little bit now. How would you like it 
if I sent Adams overseas,” something to that effect—“Sent Schine 
overseas.” 

Mr. Prewirr. And it is your testimony that Mr. Cohn did not make 
any response, in substance, “We will wreck the Army” ¢ 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. That is correct. 

Mr. Prewirr. Very well. I will read further from Mr, Adam’s 
testimony on page 2607: 

Then he said, “The first thing we are going to do is get General Ryan for the 
way he has treated Dave at Fort Dix. Dave gets through at Fort Dix tomorrow 
or this week, and as soon as he is gone, we are going to get General Ryan 
for the obscene way in which he has permitted Schine to be treated up there.” 

He said, “We are not going to do it ourselves. We have another committee 
of the Congress interested in it.” 

Then he said, “I wouldn’t put it past you to do this. We will start investiga- 
tions. We have enough stuff on the Army to keep investigations going indefi- 
nitely, and if anything like such-and-such double-cross occurs, that is what we 
will do.” 


Did you follow me as I read, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, pretty much, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did Mr. Cohn make any such statement or the sub- 
stance of any such statement ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; he didn’t. I am sure I would have recalled it 
if he had said anything concerning General Ryan. My contacts with 
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General Ryan had been most pleasant and I thought he was a fine gen- 
tleman. Jam sure I would have recalled it. 

Mr. Prewirr. Were you within hearing distance of Mr. Cohn and 
Mr. Adams during the entire time of their conversation on this par- 
ticular day ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I was, except for the very beginning of the conver- 
sation on the 14th; yes sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. But after the subject of Schine was interposed, you 

say by Mr. Adams 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sit 

Mr. Prewirr. You were within hearing distance of these two gen- 
tlemen as they conversed ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I was in the room. 

Mr. Prewirr. And it is your testimony that no such statement as I 
have just read, which is attributable to Mr. Cohn by Mr. Adams, was 
made by Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is my testimony. 

Mr. Prewrrr. And this statement concerning, “What we are going 
to do about General Ryan for the way he has treated Schine at Fort 
Dix,” is just a figment of the imagination of Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I don’t know what it is. I know that it didn’t 
happen. I know if it had happened, I would have gotten into the 
conversation at that point. 

Mr. Prewirr. Well, what was stated by Mr. Cohn in response to 
the inquiry of Mr. Adams concerning the possibility of Schine’s ship- 
ment overseas ¢ 

Mr. Carr. At that point, Mr. Cohn said that he could see no rea- 
son for Schine being sent overseas, that he was disgusted with Mr. 
Adams for tying that in with this statement of cooperation and with 
the statement about a request for ending the hearings. 

I recall something about “He has not had enough training to go 
overseas.” 

Mr. Prewirr. Did Mr. Cohn on that occasion or any other occasion, 
make the statement, “Stevens is through as Secretary of the Army” # 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; not that I ever heard. 

Mr. Prewirr. And if he made any such statement on January 14, 
you don’t know anything about it? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Prewitr. Now, Mr. Carr, shifting back to an earlier date, I will 
ask you if you recall Mr. Adams’ testimony that around the time that 
Dave Schine was inducted into the Army, November 3, Adams had 
a conversation with Mr. Cohn in which you were present, page 2533 
of the record, that that conversation occurred in room 101, Senate 
Office Building, at which time in substance Mr. Adams stated to Mr. 
Cohn that the national interest would preclude Mr. Adams doing any- 
thing in a preferential way for Mr. Schine. Do you recall the sub- 
stance of that testimony ? 

Mr. Carr. No. I am just looking it over over here. 

Mr. Prewrrr. I will read from the record, Mr. Carr, page 2533: 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; I pointed out to him that I was 15 years his senior, and 
although I did not at all presume to be as good a lawyer as he was, and I am sure 
that I am not, that I did feel that there was one field in which I could give him 


some friendly advice if he would take it. I pointed out to him that the national 
interest required that Schine be treated just like every other soldier. 
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Mr. JENKINS. What was his reply to that, Mr. Adams, if you have finished—— 

Mr. ApAMs. It was the wrong clause to use, because he exploded at that and 
said if the national interest was the thing we were interested in, he would give 
us a little bit. He outlined how they would hold a series of hearings and point 
out to us—he would give us a little national interest if that was what we were 
interested in. This was the subject, Schine, which caused the degeneration 
of an otherwise friendly relationship over the months. 

Did you follow me, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you recall any such conversation between Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, 1 don’t. 

Mr. Prewrrt. In which the induction of Schine was discussed ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Prewirr. You were not present if any such conversation did 
in fact occur ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I don’t recall any such conversation. 

Mr. Prewitt. Now let’s go to December 17. I will ask you if on 
the morning of December 17—that was preceding this automobile 
ride—Senator McC arthy reprimanded you or was critical of you with 
reference to the intervention of the committee on behalf of Schine 
at Fort Dix? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, he did not. 

Mr. Prewitt. Did he discuss that matter with you ? 

Mr. Carr. Not at that time; no, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrt. I will ask you to refresh your memory, if you can, 
by turning to Mr. Adams’ testimony, page 2586 of the record, and I 
will read it: 


Mr. Carr was in the room, 
And this is Thursday, December 17. 


When we walked into the room he began to speak to Mr. Carr about the sub- 
ject, and he began to criticize Mr. Carr about the matter that he had spoken to 
me about. 


To clarify it, I will read the preceding paragraph on page 2585: 

Mr. ADAMS. Senator McCarthy stated to me that the purpose of his call the 
ight before was that he had just learned, I deduced on the previous day, of 
the amount of interference with the officials at Fort Dix which his staff had 
accomplished, and that he wished to tell me that as of then and now it was 
through, it had ceased; that he was not going to permit it any more. I told 
him I was gratified to get that information, but it would be absolutely of no 
value to me unless he stated it to Cohn in front of me. 

Do you recall that testimony, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. It is your testimony now under oath that Senator 
McCarthy did not speak to you on the morning of December 17 with 
reference to any intervention on behalf of Se shine by members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct, s 

Mr. Prewrrr. You deny that any such reprimand as testified to by 
Mr. Adams took place ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No. Senator McCarthy reprimanded me, but not on 
that subject, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. He did not reprimand you concerning Schine? 

Mr. Carr. Right. 
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Mr. Prewrrt. He did not reprimand you concerning Schine? 

Mr. Carr. Right. 

Mr. Prewirt. Did he discuss with you on that morning the subject 
of Schine? 

Mr. Carr. No, he didn’t. 

Mr. Prewirr. Concerning his activities at Fort Dix? 

Mr. Carr. Not on that morning, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. When did he discuss it with you, if he did? 

Mr. Carr. Later in the day. In fact, it was on the telephone after I 
had left Senator McCarthy at the Waldorf Astoria. He told me that 
he had been hearing rumors, and he said that he thought that there 
was some talk that some of the press were going down to Fort Dix to 
stir up trouble. He asked me if I would be sure to check and make 
sure that the staff was not abusing any privilege that Secretary Stevens 
had given. 

Mr. Prewitt. So it is your testimony that Senator McCarthy did 
discuss the question of Schine’s activities at Fort Dix and the relation- 
ship of the staff of the subcommittee to Schine later in the day ? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Prewirr. I will ask you to turn to your memorandum dated 
December 21, 1953, to Senator McCarthy. Do you have that in front 
of you? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did you dictate that memorandum ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. I will read from it: 

Following my conversation with you on last Thursday in New York, I think 
you should know that the staff of the subcommittee has not called upon Dave 
Schine’s time or services except when necessary to the committee work. 

Was it Senator McCarthy’s telephone call that prompted you to 
make this memorandum ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, it was. Actually, it was a telephone call from 
me to the Senator. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did the Senator ask you to look into the matter and 
give him a ee 

Mr, Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. And you did look into it and this memorandum is your 
report to the Senator? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, in effect. I also talked to him. 

Mr. Prewitt. Mr. Adams is not correct when he says that the 
Senator reprimanded you on the morning of Thursday, December 17, 
with reference to the subcommittee staff’s intervention on behalf of 
Schine at Dix? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Prewitt. He is in error there? 

Mr. Carr. He is in error. 

Mr. Prewirr. On the question of your memoranda, Mr. Carr, I will 
ask you if the purpose of your dicts ating the various memoranda which 
are contained in the document which I am sure you are referrin:; to 
now, was to convey information either to Senator McCarthy or to 
Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, convey information, and other reasons. 

Mr. Prewrrr. What other reasons entered into that ? 

Mr. Carr. To make a record, 
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Mr. Prewitt. So the memoranda had two purposes, is that correct? 

Mr. Carr. My memoranda did; yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. To convey information and for the purposes of keep- 
ing a record ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did you attempt to dictate memoranda concerning 
all of your contacts with Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Was there any y particular reason that you dictated 
the memoranda which in fact appear in this document which I have 
in my hand? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, there was a reason for each of them. 

Mr. Prewrrr. All right. 

Now let’s turn to your memorandum dated January 9, 1954, from 
romaine to Roy Cohn. Did you dictate that memorandum ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. si 

Mr. Prewirr. W . re were you when vou dictated it ? 

Mr. Carr. In Senator MeCarthy’s office. 

Mr. Prewirr. Here in Washington ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Where was Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. In New York. 

Mr. Prewirr. That is the date, is it not, Saturday, January 9, when 
you talked to Mr. Adams who was in Amherst, Mass. ? 
~ Mr. Carr. Yes, sir: that is correct. 

a Prewirr. As I recall the testimony, that call concerned two 
factors: One, the aq uestion of the insert for the annual report with 
relation to the change in the Army’s security program ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. And secondly, Private Schine ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Ir. Prewrrr. I read from your memorandum: 

I called John Adams about tlie question of the insert for the annual report 
re the change of the Army security program. Also told him you had been trying 
to reach him about Dave not being free Sunday to help with the report. He was 
up in Amherst, Mass., stated that he was snowbound and that he couldn’t do a 
thing about it from Massachusetts. I am sure that he doesn’t want to do any- 
thing but I told him you wonld call. I think he will duck you. It is obvious that 
he doesn’t want the part about Army laxity in the report, so don’t expect Dave 
to get off to help. 

Have I correctly read your memorandum, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. You knew, I take it, that Mr. Schine was assigned to 
do K. P. duty, the following a: Ly, Sunday, January 16% 

Mr. Carr, Yes, sir. 

At the time of the call; yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. And the purpose of your call, among other things, 
was to get Private Schine relieved from that obligation? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. I: was not ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. The purpose of my call was to discuss a matter 
concerning the annual report with Mr. “Adams, I had discussed it 
with his assistant, Mr. Haskins, on the day before. I wanted to 
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get—Mr. Haskins was not in a position of authority to give me an 
answer to what I was interested in. I called Mr. Adams. The Schine 
memorandum, the Schine matter, is incidental to my call. I merely 
told Mr. Adams, as incidental to my call, that Mr. Cohn had been 
trying to reach him. 

“Mr. Prewrrr. Who brought up the subject of Schine on that 
occasion ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I brought up the subject of Schine in the telephone eall. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did you ask Mr. Adams to attempt to secure a release 
for Private Schine from duty on the following day ? 

Mr. Carr. No; I didn’t. The conversation went something like 
this. I said that Mr. Cohn had been trying to reach Mr. Adams and 
that he wanted, that Mr. Schine had been assigned some duty over 
the weekend, and Mr. Cohn wanted him to work with him on the 
report. I told him that Mr. Cohn would try to contact him. 

Mr. Prewirr. And you dictated this memorandum to Mr. Cohn 
who was in New York on Saturday, January 9. Why did you insert 
in that memorandum— 

It is obvious that he doesn’t want the part about Army laxity in the report 
so don't expect Dave to get off to help. 

Mr. Carr. I can’t say why I inserted any particular part of this 
thing in here, anv particular words. As a matter of fact 

Mr. Prewirr. Let me ask you this, Mr. Carr: Were you trying to 
convey the impression to Mr. Cohn that Private Schine would not be 
able to get off on the following day? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. I had already conveyed this information to 
Mr. Cohn by telephone, before I wrote this memorandum. 

When I told Mr. Cohn by tele ‘phone, concerning the conversation 
I had had with Mr. Adams, Mr. Cohn said, “All right,” he would 
callhim. Hecalled him. Mr. Cohn, later in the day, told me that he 
had called Mr. Adams at some inn at Amherst, Mass., and that the 
phone had rung, he heard it ring several times, he knew from the 
sound that somebody had picked up the receiver. He said something 
like “Hello, John” or “John?” and there was no answer. 

He felt that from the sound that somebody had hung up the re- 
ceiver. He told me that he was sure that Adams had been there and 
had received the call. It didn’t make much difference to me at that 
point. Mr. Cohn said, “How about putting this in a memorandum. 
I want to know—I want to have this on the record.” 

Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Cohn requested that in the memorandum ? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. Yes. 

Mr. Prewrrr. So it wasn’t for the purpore of conveying the infor- 
mation to him on that particular day ? 

Mr. Carr. No. He*had the information. 

Mr. Prewirr. Now, Mr. Carr, I refer you to page 2573 of the record, 
which refers to your train ride with Mr. Adams on November 25, 
and I will read from Mr. Adams’ testimony : 





... The train trip takes about 3 hours 45 minutes. As I recall now, and as 
I felt at the time, fully one-half of our entire conversation was directed to 
Schine and was filled with Mr. Carr's observations to me to the effect that for 
so long as Schine was not satisfactorily assigned, satisfactory insofar as Mr. 
Cohn was concerned, that we were in trouble. Mr. Carr pointed out to me 
that he thought—that he wasn’t proposing this as an independent proposal, in 
my opinion, but I felt that he was passing on to me a feeling he had that as 
long as the assignment of Schine was not satisfactory, we could expect trouble. 








2658 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


You recall that testimony ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did you state on that occasion, on that train ride, 
on November 25, in substance, that for so long as the assignment of 
Private Schine in the Army was unsatisfactory to Mr. Cohn, that the 
Army was in for trouble? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. You deny making any such statement ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Using the words of Mr. Adams or the substance 
of it? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. You have testified, though, have you not, Mr. Carr, 
that the subject of Schine was brought up on that train ride? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Did it consume, as Mr. Adams has testified to, nearly 
one-half of your time? 

Mr. Carr. No,sir. I have testified to that this morning. 

Mr. Prewirr. You already stated that there were numerous other 
subjects 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrirr. In the conversation. 

Now, in what manner was the subject of Schine injected into your 
conversation ? 

Mr. Carr. On the train trip? 

Mr. Prewirr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, it followed the conversation we had concerning 
General Lawton 

Mr. Prewirr. Do you deny, Mr. Carr, that you ever stated to Mr. 
Adams that as long as the assignment or the treatment of Schine was 
unsatisfactory to Mr. Cohn, that Cohn would make trouble for the 
Army ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I never made that statement. 

Mr. Prewirr. You never made any such statement as that? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Either on this occasion—— 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Or the occasion of your luncheon on March 5, or at 
any other time? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Prewrrr. And it is your testimony that the subject of Schine 
was injected into these conversations by Mr. Adams in the form of 
using Schine as bait in an effort to halt the Army’s investigations by 
this committee ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is that how the subject of Schine was injected into 
these conversations? 

Mr. Carr. Into this train-ride conversation and the conversations 
1 have testified to. Oftentimes Schine’s name would just come up 
in conversations. 

Mr. Prewirr. You heard Mr. Adams’ testimony, did you not, that 
on December 20 and on December 23 you called Mr. Adams in South 
Dakota. Do you recall that? 

Mr, Carr. Yes, sir, I do. 





* 
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Mr. Prewitt. Did you telephone, Mr. Carr, Mr. Adams at his home 
in South Dakota, on those two dates, December 20 and December 23 ? 

Mr. Carr. Sir, I recall talking to Mr. Adams in South Dakota on 
one date. He says two dates. Undoubtedly, I did. 

Mr. Prewirr. And what was the purpose of those calls? 

Mr. Carr. Those calls had to do with General Lawton. 

Mr. Prewirt. Did the calls relate to Private Schine in any degree / 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Was that subject brought up? 

Mr. Carr. Not by me, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is it your testimony that the subject of Private Schine 
was interposed by Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. No,sir. I don’t recall Private Schine’s name being men- 
tioned in either of those phone calls, if there were two. 

Mr. Prewrrtr. Why do you state, then, that Mr. Adams brought up 
that subject ? 

Mr. Carr. I didn’t state Mr. Adams brought it up. I said I didn’t 
bring up the subject. 

Mr. Prewirt. And if it was brought up, it was not brought by you? 

Mr. Carr. And if it was—that is correct. 

Mr. Prewitt. Let me read from Mr. Adams’ testimony, page 2594: 

On the 20th of December, I received a long-distance call from Mr. Carr, in 
which the subject—on the 20th of December and on the 23d of December, while 
I was in Sioux Falls, 8S. Dak., I received long-distance calls from Mr. Carr. On 
one, and I think on both of the occasions, the principal subject of the call seemed 
to me to be Schine, and I restated that I had told them that if they would just 
wait until beween Christmas and New Year’s I would try and find out what 
was going to happen 

Mr. JENKINS. You say that in 1 or 2 calls the subject seemed to be Schine. 
Was there not Schine discussed by Mr. Carr long-distance while you were visit- 
ing your mother in Sioux Falls, S. Dak.? 

Mr. ApaAms. It was, and as I say, the principal purpose of one of the calls, as 
I recall tt, was Schine. My recollection is that both calls alluded to Schine. 





Now, Mr. Carr, do you now state that the principal purpose of 
either of these calls was Schine? 

Mr. Carr. I do. 

Mr. Prewirr. And you deny the statement by Mr. Adams to the 
contrary ? 

Mr. Carr. I do. 

Mr. Prewitt. Mr. Carr, there is one other subject that I want to 
discuss with you, and I believe we can do it before adjournment. 

Mr. Carr. All right, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. That is the subject of work performed by Mr. Schine 
subsequent to November 3 while he was at Fort Dix. I will ask you 
if Mr. Schine interviewed any witnesses while he was stationed at 
Fort Dix, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewirr. Do your records or memoranda kept in your oflice 
reflect that ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think they do. 

Mr. Prewitt. There was no written data or memoranda kept to 
document any interviews which Mr. Schine made of witnesses while 
he was at Fort Dix? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know of any. 

Mr. Prewitt. Who assigned him to the task of interviewing wit- 
nesses while he was at Fort Dix? 
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Mr. Carr. I don’t know that he was assigned to the task of inter- 
viewing witnesses. He had been working on the Fort Monmouth 
case along with the rest of us. He had some informants. He had 
one witness that I can readily recall that he interviewed. I don’t 
know that it was an assignment. I think it might have been just a 
followthrough. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Why was Mr. Schine permitted to do that type of 
work while he was on duty at Fort Dix? As I understand it, you 
have a staff of trained investigators, men with experience in the FBL. 
Why was this young man, with no appreciable prior experience in in 
terviewing witnesses, given that task or why was he permitted to 
do it? 

Mr. Carr. First, I might say that he was not permitted to do it 
while he was on duty at Fort Dix. All of these things happened 
during his nontraining hours. 

I might also state that as far as that period of time is concerned, 
he had had prior experience in interviewing witnesses and investiga 
tion flowing from his work on the information program and the Voice 
of America investigation. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is it the practice of your office when an investigator 
interviews a witness to make no written memorandum of his inter- 
view ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, 1 don’t want to say it is the practice of the office. 
It is the practice of the office to run itself as efficiently as possible. 
Sometimes memoranda are dictated, sometimes they aren’t. 

During the course of preparation for hearings, many times notes 
are maintained; scribbled notes are used in interrogating witnesses. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Did you expect to use the information gathered by 
Private Schine in his interviews with these various witnesses ? 

Mr. Carr. We did use information in at least one instance that I 
recall. 

Mr. Prewrrr. How did you get that information from Private 
Schine? 

Mr. Carr. Usually it came through Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Prewirr. Private Schine was able to retain in his head all the 
information gathered from these witnesses which he interviewed at 
Fort Dix without making any written memoranda of them? Is that 
your testimony, Mr, Carr? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; it isn’t. 

Your question—could I have that question read, please? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested. ) 

Mr. Carr. Part of it. The first part of the question, Private 
Schine didn’t retain it in his head. He conveyed it to Mr. Cohn, 
who made use of it. The second part, I don’t recall that he inter- 
viewed these people at Fort Dix. 

Mr. Prewirr. This practice of interviewing witnesses and making 
no memor: ands a of it, is that consistently followed by other investigators 
in your office 

Mr. Carr. It is not consistently followed by anyone. However, 
Mr. Cohn very infrequently makes memoranda. During the haste 
of preparing for hearings very frequently interviews are conducted 
and information is received which appears in the printed interview 
at the hearing. There is no need in many cases for a memorandum 
prior to that time. 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 2661 


Mr. Prewirr. Mr. Carr, why weren’t these interviews of witnesses 
by Mr. Schine conducted while he was at Fort Dix conducted before 
he entered the Army? You knew he was going in the Army. 

Mr. Carr. Right, sir. 

Mr. Prewitt. Why weren't they? 

Mr. Carr. If I understand your question, you want to know why 
weren’t the interviews that he conducted after he was at Fort Dix 
conducted prior to that time. 

Mr. Prewirr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Carr. Right. Prior to Mr. Schine’s going into the Army I 
discussed with Mr. Cohn and Senator McCarthy the fact that he 
would probably be in the Army. The main reason that I had for 
discussing it with them was the reports. The other information he 
had was valuable, but I was concerned with the reports. I felt that 
if the end of the year came around and the interim reports and the 
annual report were not out, it would be a reflection on the committee 
and a reflection on me. 

They advised me that they had given this work to Mr. Barslaag 
and that Mr. Barslaag was going to write the report. It later re- 
vealed that Mr. Barslaag was unable to write the reports, through 
no fault of his own. Information which Mr. Schine had in his pos- 
session was used in the staff interrogatories of witnesses in October. 
He cleaned up as much as he could at that point. 

Mr. Prewirr. You still haven’t answered my question with ref- 
erence to Schine’s interviewing witnesses while he was in the Army 
and stationed at Fort Dix. 

Mr. Carr. These, as far as I recall, were incidental matters. The 
prime reason—the prime work, rather, that he had was in connection 
with the writing of the reports. 

Mr. Prewirr. Is it your testimony that he did or did not interview 
witnesses ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, he did. He interviewed some witnesses. When 
you say witness, I can think of one who was a witness offhand and 
others were confidential informants, 

Mr. Prewirr. Did vou not have other investigators at your com- 
mand to do that sort of work ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Weren't they fitted to do it? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; but this was more or less a followthrough on 
work that Mr. Schine had done before. For instance, one of the 
persons he talked to insisted that he only talk with Mr. Schine. These 
ure things that happen in an investigation. 

Mr. Prewrrr. Is it your testimony that young Mr. Schine was in- 
dispensable to the work of the committee, and that it was 9 Pateey 
ing that he interview witnesses after he was inducted into the Army! 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. Prewirr. Why was it done, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. As I have said, Mr. Schine did interview a few wit- 
nesses. I can recall une, offhand. He interviewed informants with 
whom he had had contact prior to his going into the Army. That was 
incidental to his main task which was preparing the reports. 

Mr. Prewirr. I have no further questions. 

Senator Munprt. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock, 

(Whereupon, the hearing recessed at 12:37 p. m., to reconvene at 
2 p. m., the same day.) 
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